
CURRENT POPULAR OPINION 
ON U«S. CUBA POLICY 

Pour recent surveys of Aaerican popular attitudes on Cuba 
policy have presented results which at first glance seeta some- 
what contradictory l 

Public Opposes lav&slon-^tf&llup Poll,Feb. 2? (nationwide interviews) | 

Public Less Worried Than Politicians— K.Y. Tiiaes, Feb, 2? (reporters 

in 10 American cities) | 

Short Of War Measures Supported— Sasuol Lubell* Kar* 1 (interviews 

in 18 states}? 

Public Favors Tougn Policy—Minnesota Poll, Mar. 3 (statewide poll). 

However, detailed analysis of these four inquiries yields a 
fairly coherent picture of the current opinion situation. 


Invasion of Cuba now, according to trio Gallup Poll figures. 

20^«InVade "o^^A^inat Invasion How ^^ Ho Opin. 

jger jtous Thr oat Tho Hinsesota and Gallup Polls are in close agree- 
mgnt in finding belief that th© Cuban threat is 
serious. 
Gallup«~59£-3l£ split on whether Cuba "seriously threatens 

world peace* 
Minnesota— 58^-3^ split on whether Cuba presently "threatens 

U.5, security.® 

Exespted fro® autcsatic daoontrol by Director* P/FOS HS. f***f* \ , 
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When the Kinnesota Poll asked the 5C^' how serious a tlireat 
they saw in Cuba, 34? of the total said "very serious" and 21? 
said "not too serious." 

%£L-££lS, "At no tlae," wrote Canuel Lubell, "have I found in qy 

interviewing anything like panic or hysteria over the 
extent of the Soviet ailitary build-up in the Caribbean." Similar- 
ly, the New Xork Tinas concluded* "The public is not as worried 
about developments (in Cuba) as are the politicians." 

Support for a U.S. invasion appears actually to have declined 
slightly, according to the Gallup ?oll t as compared to mid-October 
VjCt (when 2Ufi favored invasion) or at the tine of the Bay of Pico. 

Approve Kennedy Both Gallup and Minnesota Polls find niajority 
Hapdlinft f >o Xpvf approval of the Adn in let ration* s handling of the 
Cuba problem. 

Gallup found 56£ "satisfied* with the handling "in recent 
weeks," and 28£ "dissatisfied." However. $&&#& n$x$ Hnu^uaJ JUjfXM- 
er\cep in responses according to .party preference, '.mile satisfac- 
tion was registered by Deoocrats (69% to 16*-) and by Independents 
( ~>% to 29£T, Republicans registered a "dissatisfied" plurality 
(£# vs. 16$). 

Asking about a longer period, the Minnesota Poll found C6% 
approving handling of the Cuban situation since the Y^ennecLy Admin- 
istration B took office in January 1961." This represented a de- 
cline froja the 8l£ voicing approval in December 1962. 

A partisan difference was also evident in Minnesota where 
"more than 8 out of 10 &@aoGratic-Par2sr-l«aborite3" approved, and 
* sore than 7 out of 10 independent voters." But Republicans reg- 
istered a margin of "disapproval" (k6£ vs a kl?<) . 


pp If a aajorlty of Americano oppose an invasion— and 


Anything Kow? Gallup reports virtually no partisan differences 

on this issue , do they want the tf.C. to just "oit 
tight"? 

Newspaper editorials demanding "complete Soviet withdrawal 
fross Cuba" were noted in the Hew York Times survey as continuing 
in the Hidwcst. {?03 receipts show such demands from all parts 
of the country*) The Tises survey also reported that "Soutiiera&rs 
generally favored a sosiewhat stronger approach to Cuban problesns, 
without specifying what." 
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Sanuel Lubell stresses his belief that Americans feel that 
"this la the tis« to act against a throat that is expected to £ct 
vorae,* Lubell adds a related f indinc» "a dramatic drop in the 
fear of Soviet retail at I on*— from 2 out of 3 last September cx- 
oecting that dispatch of American troops to Cuba would lead to 
war with Bussia to 1 out of 3 holding such an expectation today. 
As to specific American wishes Lubell salds "Generally people 
think the President should reins titute last October's blockade 
and derc&nd the evacuation of all Russian troops .* 

Pqgiand Bus- The Sinneeota Poll asked a series of 3 Questions 
o^ans Withdraw ? relating to a possible tJ.S. darand for recovol 
of flusslan n troops and weapons'* fros Cuba* 


70£- T J.5, should " demand" troop removal 


S^invade if they refuse 


^•&Si f 'War 

It is hardly surprising that Americans, earnestly desiring 
that the Husoiaxis £0, and less fearful of Russian retaliation, 
should favor a D«S. "demand* for withdrawal. Havinc; put thotj- 
selves on record vith the interviewer as favoring such a denand, 
aoct of these respondents went alone with the idea of invading 
Cuba In case of s refusals But when asked to nsoune tliat such on 
invasion "sal^hfc bring on war with P-ussia, w only %$ of the total 
supported an invasion policy. 

A aljtnificant sex difference is noted by the Minnesota Poll, 
-hile nan and lessen equally favored the deaand for withdrawal, 
men were much sore favorable to a Cuban invasion In the event of 
refusal {62$ of mn f Wtf. of women). On the supposition of a war 
with Russia, the difference was even sweaters ] ^6f- of the nea 
still favored invasion* only 25^ of the v/onien. 

Salient -Peaturea Of Several ©laments of the current opinion pic- 
Current Attitude ture respecting Cuba policy oay be highlichtod. 
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1- The U.S. position of unwillingness to accept the indefinite 
presence of Kussi&n military force ir* "uba aeeas to have 
virtually unanimous support — although a ninorlty (11;' in 
"inneaota) currently oppose a U.S. "demand" for withdrawal. 

2- Jut denands for drastic action no./ are United to a minority, 
:iany appear content, for the tino tcin^-, with the Kennedy 
policy of * watchful welting." 3 one trust the Administration 
to act again, if noc©3sary» at the rirht tisa. 

3- Jtill, a "store active approach* 1 would bo welcome to most, in- 
cluding nany of the majority who oppose an invasion now, De- 
sire for sore action has teen noted by the Kcw York Tines in 
the- South; and the polio aake it; clear tliat in the !.'orth this 
desire is widespread ajid is predominant anong rank-and-file 

Republicans. 

'v- :^xny do not specify what the "»'-". should do next, Sone call 
Tor roinctitutien of a quarantine, A few have suggested a 
blockade designed to prevent the export of Cuban ams to other 
Heisiffphere points, Others call for the cocplcto "isolation 8 — 
diplonatic, political, economic— of Cuba by all other OAU 
nations, 

5- > r fi prgmfflt mlQ*\P* Satisfaction" ui.th U.S. policy is nicely . 
to dwindle— unless the public fools that the U73. is taking 
appropriate concrete action to bring about the end of the 
Russian sendee in Cuba, 

Ch aracter Of Current. In Congress and in the *7ress there is rela- 
r -u,bUc P-iscussioa lively little concrete discussion of what 

irould. be the advantages— and especially the 
cos to— of particular "next steps/ 1 such as a demand for Hussion 
i/ithdrayai, re institution of the Cc^obc? quarantine, an CAS block- 
ade to enforce Cuba's isolation, a -J,l;«— or OAi— invasion of Cuba, 
(Salter .Lippraaiia's recent colons: starts oat ac an unusual exception.) 

eocmentin^; on the current situation, Edward P. "organ seen a 
"double causer* for the Ac'ainistrnU.-:::: "One in Tor Administration 
leaders to conclude on the basic; of t: is evanescent public support 
that ail is well! the other is to La^unv: that the public really 
understands the issues or what the ;:: Vermont proposes to do about 
then." 
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1- It should be sade clear to the public that the U # 3« Govemaent 
is sot "serely malting** Public stateaente should continue to 
aaUe the pofal'tfeat the tf«S # la not prepared to wait indefinite- 
ly for the tfit&dretial of Bussian military forces—even though 
an ultiaatus .te Moscow Is regassled aa unwise* 

2- It should al*§ be jasde clear that the Govewsient la actively 
^sighing vart&tte alternative seasurea« (Possibly a Beet Sag at 
which several asesbers of Congress could discuss various measures 
with Exscutlvn officials would help to show the Govenaasnt*© 
active sear©!i ffer the best *next steps.*) 

3- A background brief lag for a Halted number of colusaists sight 
stlsul&te ihetiglitfttl press articles surveying the realistic 
possibilities fad their relative chances of succeeding. 

4~ Aa DeparSstttii too&sasssn cement on current developments t they 
Bight continue to es3phasl2e the circumstances which produced 
success tor the U,S« stand of last October— in terms of securing 
unanimous support from our GAS and HATO allies* 

5- £fc& present seea& better than any future tlxae for the public 
discussion of alternative measures respecting Cuba* The con- 
tinued presence of R ussl ia re (and of Castro) in Cuba— apart 
fros the daily possibility of son© nei? untoward development-*- 
is likely to diminish the degree of confidence now vested te 
the Adjainlatratlcsu It eeess sors prudent to discuss alter* 
native erasures now than la response to soiae fresh "incident." 
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